MOHAMMEDAN THEORIES OF FINANCE

expenses of the farmer, and then proceed as explained. The
reason for the remission of the tax in case of destruction is
that the farmer has been stricken with adversity and deserves
assistance, since the opposite policy would result in his ex-
termination. Besides, one of the virtues for which the Per-
sian kings have been praised has been their policy, in case
of the destruction of the entire crop, of returning to the
owners (dihqan) from their treasuries their expenses of
cultivation; and therefore, if such expenses are not re-
turned, at least the kJwraf must be remitted. Moreover,
when the entire crop has been destroyed, it has become ap-
parent that the possibility of deriving a benefit from the
land has been absent, but the kharaj is due only when such
possibility has existed.1

If the owner sells his land during the year, the kharaj is
paid by the buyer if cultivation is possible during the re-
maining part of the year; otherwise the khar&j is paid by
the seller. According to the Tatarkh&niyyah, this applies in
case the land was sold free of cultivation. For if a land
already under cultivation is sold with its crop before it has
as yet grown the kharaf is in every case paid by the buyer.
If, on the contrary, the crop has grown, it is the same as if
the land was sold free of cultivation. According to a report
from Muhammad Ibn al-Hasan, if a kharaj land is sold suc-
cessively from person to person so that the land has not been
in the possession of any one person for at least three months,
no one of the buyers is subject to payment of kharaj. In
deciding whether there was enough time left for cultivating,
the time necessary for the cultivation, according to some
doctors, of wheat or barley, and according to others, of any
crop, is taken as the basis, but according to the Waqjfat of
al-Natifi, this time is fixed at three months.

1 Mabsut, part x, p. 83.